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vehicle to make use of additional money to be put into the
highway trust fund. At this point I think that this is probably
the only motion that is going to be offered to LB 539, so I'll
probably end up supporting it if no other motion is offered.
With that, 1 urge the body to do likewise. Thank you.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Warner, please. Senator Warner,
please.

SENATOR WARNEK: Mr. President, I need clarification of the

amendment. 1Is there a sunset on this on the motor vehicle sales
tax? Pardon.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Landis, would you like to reply,
please, so we can all hear.

SENATOR LANDIS: The amendment makes no reference to a sunset on
the cap, if you will. That., I thought, was previously adopted
to the bill by Senator Johnson on the first motion that was
adopted. This is January 1 beginning to collect, and it is not
terminated, just starts January 1. It makes no reference to the
sunsetting of the cap. That, I thought, was previously adopted.

SENATOR WARNER: That depends on how your amendment is drafted.
1 don't know if you struck out all preceding motions.

SENATOR LANDIS: No, 1 did not strike out all preceding
amendments. I did not...

SPEAKER NICHOL: Would you please talk into the microphone so we
can hear, please. Thank you.

SENATOR LANDIS: I did not strike all previous amendments.

SENATOR WARNER: Well I'm going to make my position clear. Some
of you were led to believe that a compromise had been arrived
at. That compromise that I was informed of said that there
would be a cap on June 30. When I was told that, I found out
that that was only half the story, later. The other half of the
story is that the purpose of the cap is to add pressure to fund
the patrol out of gas tax next session. That may be what you
all want to do, but I do not. The fight may as well start here
because it 1is going to be on next session. Those who had the
agreement, that I was led to believe, the first time I was only
told half. That is the issue you are dealing with. You are
setting yourself up for the argument next year, which is fine,
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